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Congress must use this opportunity
to fulfill its oversight objective and un-
derstand the strengths and shortfalls of
the TSA system to make improve-
ments. It is not appropriate for Con-
gress to summarily dismiss all the
work TSA has invested in its workforce
just because a large Government em-
ployees union doesn’t like it.

The main consideration we should
have as Members of the Senate is the
security of the people in the United
States of America. Yes, we want to
protect the rights of the people who
work in the Federal Government. But
if we have a system that is really
working and making some real im-
provement and making sure we are not
going to have another 9/11 from an air-
borne attack, we ought to let them
continue to do the job they are doing
and should not just snap our fingers
and say: These people are unhappy
about what is going on there. They
think we ought to get rid of that sys-
tem. I don’t think we should do that. I
think every Member of this Senate
should think about it. This is real seri-
ous business.

I know people on the other side of the
aisle are under a lot of pressure. So am
I. I know the president of both of the
major unions here, and I have worked
with them and tried in all these
changes we have made in the human
capital laws of the United States of
America to take their concerns into
consideration. But on this one, I am
really begging my friends on the other
side of the aisle to really look at where
we are today and what this is all about
and not throw the baby out with the
bath water.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
WHITEHOUSE). The Senator from Penn-
sylvania.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, if I
may first ask unanimous consent that
the Senate stand in recess at 10:40 sub-
ject to the call; and that at 1:30 p.m.
today, there be 15 minutes of debate
equally divided and controlled prior to
a vote in relation to the McCaskill
amendment No. 316, as modified, fol-
lowed by a vote in relation to the Col-
lins amendment No. 342; that there be
2 minutes of debate equally divided be-
tween the votes and that no amend-
ments be in order to either amendment
prior to the vote; that at 1:45 p.m.,
without further intervening action or
debate, the Senate proceed to vote in
the order specified.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
objection?

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I would like to
clarify the status of amendment No.
286, which I laid down yesterday, the
habeas corpus amendment. I just dis-
cussed with the Senator from Con-
necticut a unanimous consent request
that I would make to get recognition
when we resume after King Abdullah’s
speech. Might I inquire of the Senator
from Connecticut what the sequence
would be as to a continuation of the de-
bate on the habeas corpus amendment?

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, if I
may through the Chair, there are a
number of Senators who said they
wanted to come and discuss amend-
ments after the Senate reconvenes.
How much time did the Senator from
Pennsylvania desire to discuss the ha-
beas amendment?

Mr. SPECTER. It is hard to say be-
cause there are a number of Senators
who want to debate the issue. I am ad-
vised that there is not a willingness to
give a time agreement, so it is not pos-
sible to really answer that question.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Understood.
Maybe I misled the Senator uninten-
tionally. I am not looking for a time
agreement on debate on the amend-
ment; I would just like to know how
long he would like to speak when we
reconvene so we set it down for a time
limit because I know there are other
Senators from both parties who want
to come over.

Mr. SPECTER. I would like 1 hour.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. I would accept
that amendment to my request, with
the understanding that not interfere
with the fact that by 1:30, we will go
back to the Collins and McCaskill
amendments. I don’t think it would.

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, if I
might be recognized at noon when we
return after the Abdullah speech?

Mr. LIEBERMAN. I have no objec-
tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maine.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I just
want to be clear that the Senator from
Pennsylvania will not be changing the
agreement the Senator from Con-
necticut just announced that will allow
the 15 minutes of debate prior to the
1:45 votes.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Not at all. Mr.
President, I again ask unanimous con-
sent on the unanimous consent agree-
ment that I proposed with regard to
the votes on the Collins and McCaskill
amendments, and then we will come di-
rectly to Senator SPECTER.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered.

Mr. SPECTER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that I be recognized when the Sen-
ate reconvenes at 12:00 to speak for 1
hour.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I
just would say, or whenever. If we
come back before 12, you will be recog-
nized to speak for an hour.

Mr. SPECTER. That is fine.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Or after 12, if that
is the case. We have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———
RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will stand in recess subject to the
call of the Chair.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 10:43 a.m.,
recessed until 12:04 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Ms. KLLOBUCHAR).

S2749

JOINT SESSION OF THE TWO
HOUSES—ADDRESS BY THE KING
OF JORDAN

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will proceed to the Hall of the
House of Representatives to hear the
address by the King of Jordan.

Thereupon, the Senate, preceded by
the Deputy Sergeant at Arms, Drew
Willison, and the Secretary of the Sen-
ate, Nancy Erickson, proceeded to the
Hall of the House of Representatives to
hear the address by His Majesty King
Abdullah IT Ibn Al Hussein, King of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan.

(The address delivered by the King of
Jordan to the joint session of the two
Houses of Congress is printed in the
proceedings of the House of Represent-
atives in today’s RECORD.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senator from
Pennsylvania is recognized for up to 1
hour.

Mr. SPECTER. Madam President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. SPECTER. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

IMPROVING AMERICA’S SECURITY
ACT—Continued

AMENDMENT NO. 286

Mr. SPECTER. Madam President, I
have sought recognition to debate
amendment No. 286, which would re-
verse the provision in the Military Tri-
bunal Act which has limited the juris-
diction of the Federal courts in habeas
corpus proceedings.

The essential question at issue is
whether the combatant status review
tribunals are adequate and effective to
test the legality of a person’s deten-
tion.

What we are dealing with here is an
examination of the issue as to whether
the procedures are fundamentally fair.
Congress should repeal the provisions
of the Military Commissions Act which
limit Federal court jurisdiction on ha-
beas corpus.

The decision by the court of appeals,
I submit, will be overturned by the Su-
preme Court of the United States be-
cause of Circuit Court’s ruling that the
Rasul case dealt only with the statu-
tory provisions on habeas corpus. The
Circuit Court ignored the binding lan-
guage of Rasul, which said that the ha-
beas corpus rights were grounded in
common law in effect in 1789 and were,
in fact, part of the Constitution. Where
habeas corpus is a right in the Con-
stitution, and it is such a right because
the Constitution expressly states that
habeas corpus shall not be suspended
except in cases of invasion or rebel-
lion—and no one contends that there is
either invasion or rebellion at issue—
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